




Water Framework Directive 
across Europe



Water Framework Directive in the UK
 11 River Basins in UK
 Quantity, Quality & Form



River Basin Plans – Delivering a 
Vision for Water by 2027

 Integrated 
programmes of 
action and realistic 
objectives

 Sustainable 
development - social 
and economic checks

 Adaptive – 3 planning 
cycles

 Modern regulation 
risk-based & 
proportionate

 Public engagement
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Significant issues
Issues we need to tackle 
to reach good status
6-8 significant issues per 
River Basin District
Flagged land based 
connections



Key Pressures
 Nutrients
 Ammonia and BOD
 Abstraction
 Chemicals
 Morphological Change
 Alien Species and Biota Removal
 Sediments

Some special cases…
 Heavily Modified and Artificial Waters
 Groundwater

Significant Issues



Monitor water bodies

Classify their “status”

Achieving Default 
Objective?

Ministerial Guidance on RBP: 
Streamline a complex 
process
Certainty of failure?
Which pressures?
Which polluters?
What are the most cost 
effective measures ? 
What are the technical options?
What is disproportionately 
costly?
How effective will the measures 

Set Objectives

Programmes of Measures

Implement

Main ‘Default’ Objectives
Prevent  deterioration
Protected area objectives
Aim to achieve good status by 
2015 

Alternative Objectives
Defer to 2027 
Set less stringent standards

Characterise/ Assess Risks



We’re talking to people…

We’re the ‘competent authority’ but we can’t do it all!

We’ve got our river basin liaison panel to                     
represent co-deliverers 

Regulators will be responsible for enforcing
measures

But we also need to ‘engage stakeholders’ that represent 
those affected or can support us!



What are the priorities?
 Maximise ecological 

improvements (GES, GEP)

 No deterioration
 European Directives
Habitats
Drinking water supplies
 Bathing waters 
 Fisheries



Land use solutions

 Changes to land use can deliver major improvements 
if they are:

 Planned at the catchment scale

 Targeted in implementation



Classification
 New scheme ‘raising the bar’

 Risk-based monitoring

 From 6 to 30+ elements 

 Biological, Chemical & Physical elements

 ‘One out all out’



General conditions 
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RIVERS
Rivers



Limiting elements
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Early Outcomes



FIRST CYCLE AMBITION
S
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2008 2015

River Km      @ GES/P 17%                   24%

Water Bodies @ GES/P 23% 33%



Hydromorphology

WFD requires us to protect and restore the physical 
condition of water bodies
Achieved through better land management, regulation, 
incentives, good practice, voluntary mechanisms
Sediment is a major issue



Land management solutions

 Nitrates, Diffuse Water Pollution from 
Agriculture 

 Main measures to combat nutrients and 
sediment from agriculture

 Positive effect on other pressures –
sediments, faecal indicator organisms, 
pesticides

and 
 Catchment Sensitive Farming



 Evidence of poor biology?
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19% of rural rivers 
that have poor 
phosphate status 
show evidence of 
poor biology

81% of rural rivers 
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phosphate status 
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86% of urban rivers 
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phosphate status 
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poor biology
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Action: Catchment Action: monitoring



Will these measures be enough?

££££

££££

£ Advice,   Education,   Codes of Practice

Entry Level Stewardship

Higher level Stewardship

Catchment Sensitive Farming

Paid land use change

Farm Assurance/ Voluntary Initiatives

Cross-compliance penalties

WPZ 

Licences and registrations



Meeting the Climate Change Challenge
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